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REQUEST TO REMAND

Pursuant to TBMP 88 1205, 1206 Applicant, Kid to Kid Franchise System, Inc., herewith
submits its request that the Board remand this matter to the Examiner for further examination.

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner refused the Application based on an improper
description of the mark and based on alikelihood of confusion with a prior registration.
Applicant intends to amend the description of its mark consistent with the description suggested
by the Examiner. Additionally, the Applicant has negotiated a consent agreement with the
owner of the cited registration. Therefore, the issues cited by the Examiner should be resolved
and the pending Appeal will be moot. Remanding the Application to the Examiner istherefore
proper.



CONCLUSION

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully requests that the present application be
remanded to the Examining Attorney for examination of the amendment. If any impediment to
remanding the application to the Examining Attorney remains after consideration of these
remarks, the Board isinvited to initiate a telephone interview with the undersigned resolve

concerns.

DATED this 9" day of September, 2015.
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